Top salmon + habitat models
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Figure S3. Observed 2011 versus predicted coastrange sculpin log
(densities) (A), densities (B), log(biomass) (C), and biomass (D) from top
2010 salmon + habitat models.

Plots include 1:1 lines (dashed) and regression lines (solid), as well as slope
and intercept estimates and p-values. We show log-transformed data in panels
A and C because predictive models were constructed using this data, and back
transformed data in panels B and D because this is more illustrative of the
actual effects of salmon on coastrange sculpin densities and biomass.



